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TOWN OF ACTON
INTERDEPARTMENTAL COMMUNICATION

TOWN MANAGER’S OFFICE

** **** * * ** * * ************ ***** ********** *** ******* ************** *********

DATE: December9, 2005

TO: Board of Selectmen

FROM: Don P. Johnson

SUBJECT: 60 PowderMill Road

Therearethreeitemson theDecember12 agendathatrelateto 60 PowderMill
Road... Item2, anewClassI Car Dealer’sLicensefor Acton Suzuki;Item 10, 2006

~~~~LicenseRenewals(includingthecurrentClassI Licenseforthis location)andItem 12, a
requestedamendmentto SitePlanSpecialPermit#02/19/03-388 relatedto thisproperty.
I will bestronglyrecommendingthat theBoardnot approveanyof theserequests
Monday.

I will behappyto elaborateduring thevariousagendaitemsbut thebasic
problemsareasfollows:

1. WhentheBoardofSelectmenapprovedtheinitial SitePlanfor this propertyin
2003,theBoardalsoapprovedarequestedClassI Licensewith a limit of39
displayvehicles.

2. After theSelectmenapprovedthe SitePlan,theConservationCommissionsettled
severaloutstandingissueswith theapplicantanda ConservationRestrictionwas
placedon partof thisproperty. The Restrictionlimited the developmentofthe
propertysuchthat a significantportionof theoriginally proposedsiteplancould
notbebuilt.

3. Thepetitionerproceededto secureabuildingpermit from the Building
Commissioner,apparentlyusingtheoriginal Site Planfor approvals.

4. Thepetitionerhasdevelopedthepropertyin accordancewith theConservation
Restrictionsand,in sodoing,haslimited theavailableparkingto something
significantlylessthantheSelectmenexpectedwhenthe SitePlanand ClassI
Licenseapprovalsweregrantedin 2003.

5. Thepetitionerhasnot providedadequateplansto allow revieworanalysisofthe
availableparkingfor displayvehicles.



6. All of thedefinedparkingspacesshownon therevisedSitePlanarerequiredto
satisfyzoningrequirementsfor customers.Theyarenot availablefor vehicle
displayandwill needto be restrictedaccordingly.

7. IssuanceofanewClassI License,without knowing how it shouldbe limited,
would furthercompoundaproblemsituation.

8. Renewalofthe existingClassI Licenseis inappropriateinasmuchasit authorizes
3-4timesasmanydisplayvehiclesastheproperty,asdeveloped,cansupport.

9. TheproposedSitePlanrevisionfails to provideaclearindication asto theextent
or impactofrevisionsthepetitionerseeksto haveapproved.

For all oftheabovereasonsI recommendthattheBoard(1) denythepetitionerunder
Item2, undertheapplicableportionofItem10 andunderItem12, (2) directthepetitioner
to prepareproperplansthatwill allow theBoardto understandthe full impactofthe
changedSitePlanaswell asevaluatetheavailabilityofparking/storagespacefor display
vehiclesand(3) scheduleanappointmentwith theBoardto reviewall oftheseissues
whentheadditionalplansandinformationareavailable.
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